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PROPOSED CODE CHANGE (Check One) 

 Change to read as follows Add to read as follows X Delete and substitute as follows  Delete without substitution 

Add the current Indiana Amendment Section 311.5.6.3 and amend it by adding this sentence: Maximum width of any handrail shall 
be 3 1/2”. 
       

REASON AND FISCAL IMPACT 

 
One reason is simply for clarification and understanding, to avoid confusion.  
 
Another reason is because the part of the Indiana Amendment where it states, “Other handrail shapes that provide an equivalent 
grasping surface are permissible”, leaves it open as a judgment call as to the allowable width. (The ICC/IRC also includes a similar 
statement). For instance, I personally can grasp a nominal sized 2x6 with square corners and do just fine, but maybe only 20-25% of 
the population could do this. For just one example, one of the Trex hand railings is a Type II hand rail and is 3 3/8” wide above the 
recess, so this would still be an acceptable railing. I do not know if there are other sized railings out there, that are say 3 5/8”, which 
would then be eliminated. I have seen composite hand railings out there installed on deck stairs that are Type II and are 5-5 ½” 
wide, which in my judgment, would not be graspable to the bulk of the general public/homeowners. 
 
The “Visual Interpretation Of The IRC 2003 Stair Building Code” that Houser Cantor passed out to us, shows the maximum 
allowable width of a Type II handrail above the recess to be 2 ¾”. But, on the other hand, it also shows a picture under Drawing 28 
of a width of 3 ¼” for “Profiles other than Type I and Type II may be determined to provide equivalent graspability”. 
 
I guess my bottom line here is to remove any judgment calling issues, and to clarify this area to avoid confusion.  
 
All of what I am referring to here is in the area of deck hand railings for stairs/steps in particular, but would also include all hand 
railings inside the house as well. 
 
Fiscal impact probably none. 

REVIEW RECOMMENDATION 

Approve 

Disapprove 

Approve as amended 

Further Study    withdrawn without discussion 6/11/09 

 

 


